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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/1 9/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

2. With regard to claim 1 , and Applicant's assertion that the specification provides 
support for the claimed limitation "wherein said turnstile identifies one or more network 
elements in a communication path between said turnstile and said director" (Pages 4-5 
of Remarks), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The Examiner has carefully reviewed the sections cited by Applicant in alleged 
support of the above limitation. The cited sections describe an Autodiscovery algorithm 
that participant managers use to form themselves into a hierarchy, and also states that 
the turnstile may use this algorithm to locate its participant manager. At no point does 
the cited section describe a turnstile identifvinq one or more network elements in a 
communication path between the turnstile and the director. At best, the cited sections 
disclose determine a number of hops between two elements (Page 34 of specification). 
However, determining the number of hops does not provide support for "identifying one 
or more network elements". Merely detecting the existence of a network element does 
not provide support for identifying it. 

3. With regard to claim 1 , and Applicant's assertion that the specification provides 
support for the claimed limitation "wherein said director logically connects said turnstile 
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with a particular one of said plurality of participant managers based on said one or more 
network elements" (Page 5 of Remarks), the Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The Examiner has carefully reviewed the sections cited by Applicant in alleged 
support of the above limitation. The cited sections describe the general operation of the 
director and a description of the turnstiles. The section describing the director (pg 41 , 
line 9 - pg. 44, line 14) does not even contain the term "turnstile", and the only mention 
of the director in the section describing the turnstile (pg, 26, line 17 - pg. 27, line 14) is 
that the turnstile is a plug-in downloaded from the director server. 

Nothing in either section discloses that the director logically connects a turnstile 
to a particular participant manager, and certainly fails to disclose that the connection is 
based on identified network elements between the turnstile and the director. 

4. With regard to claim 1 , and Applicant's assertion that Clark differs from the 
present claims since "claim 1 sets forth a hierarchical relationship where participant 
managers lie 'between said turnstile and said director'" (Page 6 of Remarks), the 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As an initial matter, it is noted that Applicant's quoting of "between said turnstile 
and said director" is presumably referring to that language in line 15 of claim 1 . 
However, it should be noted that this recitation, when placed in its proper context, refers 
to one or more network elements located "between said turnstile and said director". It 
does not refer to the participant managers as asserted by Applicant. 
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The only relationship between the participant mangers and the director appearing 
in claim 1 is that the participant managers are "logically connected amongst themselves 
and to said director" (Line 5). This does not specify or even imply that the participant 
managers lie "between said turnstile and said director''. 

If Applicant wishes to specify the location of elements of the claimed system, 
limitations describing those locations should be incorporated into the present claims. 

5. With regard to claim 1, and Applicant's assertion that Savage differs from present 
claims since "the cited passages of Savage clearly reflect that the dispatch server does 
not 'deliver [an] event to [a] plurality of participants/ but rather connects a participant to 
a media server that delivers the event to the participant" (Page 6 of Remarks), the 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. The dispatch server determines the existence and 
location of the event on behalf of the client, and provides the client with that information. 
This falls within the scope of "delivering the event" as described in the specification of 
the present application as well as usage in the art of the very broad term "delivering". 
Applicant provided no elaboration to support the assertion that the dispatch server 
Savage does not deliver an event, so it is unclear why Applicant feels the claimed 
"delivering" differs from delivering the address of the correct media server to a client. 

6. With regard to claim 1 , and Applicant's assertion that the claimed "participant 
managers" differ from Savage's media servers because "the media servers do not 
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manage participation in events" (Page 7 of Remarks), the Examiner respectfully 
disagrees. 

As an Initial matter, it is noted that Applicant has failed to define "participant 
managers" in the claims or the specification. While it could be reasonably argued that 
the name implies that the devices manage participants in something, nothing currently 
in the claims states that the manage participants in the claimed events. 

Furthermore, even is we could assume that the participant managers "manage 
participation in events", the media servers disclosed by Savage clearly perform such an 
operation. Each media server manages multiple users and keeps each of them updated 
regarding clients participating in the conference and other information (at least ^52). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

7. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

8. Claims 1 -1 0 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
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9. With regard to claim 1, the limitation "wherein said turnstile identifies one or more 
network elements in a communication path between said turnstile and said director, and 
wherein said director logically connects said turnstile with a particular one of said 
plurality of participant managers based on said one or more network elements" does not 
appear to be described in the specification. 

While the specification does discuss the turnstile locating it's corresponding 
participant manager (Page 38, Lines 6-13), it fails to describe the director logically 
connecting the turnstile to a particular participant manager based on one or more 
network elements identified by the turnstile. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21 (2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 



11. Claims 1,4, and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by 
Clark et al. (WO 01/22725). 
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12. With regard to claim 1 , Clark discloses a system for managing a plurality of 
participants to a event comprising: 

a director having an address associated therewith for delivering the event to the 
plurality of participants (interface server IS1) (Page 29, Lines 14-16); 

a plurality of participant managers installed within a network communication 
system and logically connected amongst themselves and to said director thereby 
forming a hierarchy (mapping servers) (Fig 1 and Page 30, Lines 8-12); and 

a turnstile installed at and associated with each of the plurality of participants, 
each turnstile logically connected to one of said plurality of participant managers in said 
hierarchy (set top box STB1 logically connects to mapping server via director) (Fig 1 
and Page 29, lines 16-18), 

wherein said turnstile identifies one or more network elements (subscriber 
access network SAN) in a communication path between said turnstile and said director, 
and 

wherein said director logically connects said turnstile with a particular one of said 
plurality of participant managers based on said one or more network elements between 
said turnstile and said director (local mapping server is chosen) (Page 29, lines 16-18). 

13. With regard to claim 4, Clark further discloses that said associated participant 
presents said turnstile with a ticket to the event to gain access to the event (profile and 
authentication is provided via smart card) (Page 25, Lines 4-12). 
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14. With regard to claim 5, Clark further discloses that said turnstile determines 
whether said ticket is valid (Page 25, Lines 4-12). 



15. Claims 1-5 and 8-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Savage, III et al. (US 2001/0009014). 

16. With regard to claim 1 , Savage discloses a system for managing a plurality of 
participants to a event comprising: 

a director (dispatch server) having an address (IP address) associated therewith 
for delivering the event to the plurality of participants (client connects to conference via 
dispatch server)(^48-51); 

a plurality of participant managers (media servers) installed within a network 
communication system and logically connected amongst themselves and to said 
director thereby forming a hierarchy (media servers are accessed via dispatch 
server)(Fig 1 and jfl); and 

a turnstile (client plug-in) installed at and associated with each of the plurality of 
participants, each turnstile logically connected to one of said plurality of participant 
managers in said hierarchy (1147), 

wherein said turnstile identifies one or more network elements (authentication 
server) in a communication path between said turnstile and said director (1148), and 
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wherein said director logically connects said turnstile with a particular one of said 
plurality of participant managers based on said one or more network elements between 
said turnstile and said director (client is connected to appropriate server to access 
conference) (|[51-53). 

17. With regard to claim 2, Savage further discloses that said plurality of participant 
managers propagates delivery statistics upstream through said hierarchy to said 
director (media servers notify dispatch server of available capacity, QOS, crashes, etc) 
(1154 and 58). 

18. With regard to claim 3, Savage further discloses that said pluraliuty of participant 
managers aggregates said delivery statistics from those of said plurality of participants 
beneath it in the hierarchy (number of users/conferences/CPU units are monitored and 
aggregated into an "available capacity") (1154). 

19. With regard to claim. 4, Savage further discloses that said associated participant 
presents said turnstile with a ticket to the event to gain access to the event 
(authentication code/account number)(1j47). 

20. With regard to claim 5, Savage further discloses that said turnstile determines 
whether said ticket is valid (1148). 
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21 . With regard to claim 8, Savage further discloses that said director provides event 
information to said connected participant manager (dispatch server notifies media 
server to create new conference) (1153). 

22. With regard to claim 9, Savage further discloses that said turnstile prevenets said 
associated participant from receiving the event until a ticket associated with the event is 
authenticated (1|48). 

23. With regard to claim 10, Savage further discloses that said turnstile prevents said 
associated participant from receiving the event until a ticket associated with the event is 
determined to have been provided to said associated participant (l|47-48). 

Conclusion 

24. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

25. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Aaron Strange whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3959. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Glen Burgess can be reached on 571-272-3949. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



AS 

9/13/06 




SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 
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